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status 

1 )KI Responsive to communication{s) filed on 13 September 2004 . 
2a)n This action is FINAL. 2bM This action is non-final. 

3) 0 Since this application is in condition for allowance except for formal matters, prosecution as to the merits is 

closed in accordance with the practice under Ex parte Quayle, 1935 CD. 1 1 , 453 O.G. 213. 

Disposition of Claims 

4) |EI Claim(s) 11-18 and 21 is/are pending in the application, 

4a) Of the above claim (s) 

5) n Claim(s) is/are allowed. 

6) S Claim(s) 11-18 and 21 is/are rejected. 

Claim{s) is/are objected to. 

8) D Claim(s) are subject to restriction and/or election requirement. 

Application Papers 

9) 0 The specification is objected to by the Examiner. 

10)0 The drawing(s) filed on is/are: a)^ accepted or b)^ objected to by the Examiner. 

Applicant may not request that any objection to the drawing(s) be held in abeyance. See 37 CFR 1 .85(a). 

Replacement drawing sheet(s) including the correction Is required if the drawing(s) is objected to. See 37 CFR 1.121(d). 
1 1 )□ The oath or declaration is objected to by the Examiner. Note the attached Office Action or form PTO-1 52. 

Priority under 35 U.S.C. § 1 1 9 
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1 Certified copies of the priority documents have been received. 

2. n Certified copies of the priority documents have been received in Application No. . 

3. n Copies of the certified copies of the priority documents have been received in this National Stage 

application from the International Bureau (PCT Rule 17.2(a)). 
* See the attached detailed Office action for a list of the certified copies not received. 
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DETAILED ACTION 

1. A request for continued examination under 3 7 CFR 1.114, 
including the fee set forth in 37 CFR 1.17(e), was filed in this 
application after final rejection. Since this application is 
eligible for continued examination under 37 CFR 1,114, and the 
fee set forth in 37 CFR 1.17(e) has been timely paid, the 
finality of the previous Office action has been withdrawn 
pursuant to 37 CFR 1.114. Applicant's submission filed on 13 
September 2004 has been entered. 

2. Claims 11-18 and 21 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, first 
paragraph, as failing to comply with the written description 
requirement. The claim (s) contains subject matter which was not 
described in the specification in such a way as to reasonably 
convey to one skilled in the relevant art that the inventor (s), 
at the time the application was filed, had possession of the 
claimed invention . 

It is unclear where the substrate being flexible is 
supported in the specification as filed. The specification at 
page 6 line 28 calls for the substrate to be molded of a at 
least a semi-rigid plastic material. 
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3. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which 
forms the basis for all obviousness rejections set forth in this 
Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically 
disclosed or described as set forth in section 102 of this title, if the 
differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior 
art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at 
the time the invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the 
art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be 
negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

4. Claims 11-18 and 21 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as 
being unpatentable over Barberis (U.S. 4,905,511) in view of 
Strapazzini (U.S. 5,529,742) or Gonas (U.S. 5,700,050). 

Barberis teaches, in Figure 3, decorative insert panels in 
an auto door (element 5, which protrude through openings in the 
substrate element 4) . The panels may be joined to the substrate 
by numerous means (col. 3, lines 20-25, 5-40). The insert 
panels are made of plastic with a soft fabric covering (col. 3, 
lines 1-10) . Strapazzini teaches a decorative insert in a door 
that simulates wood grain (col. 1, lines 25-35, and col. 3, 
lines 25-35) . Gonas teaches a fabric on a trim panel, which is 
broadly defined and can include simulated wood grain (col. 5, 
lines 17-25) . The instant invention claims the use of a wood 
grain trim panel that is inserted into an opening in a trim 
panel substrate. It would have been obvious to one of ordinary 
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skill in the art to have used a wood grain finish on the surface 
of the insert of Barber is in order to have a desirable wood 
grain texture on the inside of the door because of the teachings 
of Strapazzini or Gonas. The tabs of claim 21 are taken as 
being similar to element 8 of Barberis. Regarding claim 1, the 
examiner takes ''wood grain-like" finish as being definite 
because it further limits the recited topography of claim 1. 

5. Applicant's arguments filed 13 September 2004 have been 
fully considered but they are not persuasive. 

Applicant argues that flexible is supported in the 
specification because "at least semi-rigid" implies some degree 
of flexibility. The position of the examiner is that as the 
instant substrate must support the insert panel when assembled 
into a door, the examiner does not see how it can be flexible. 
The position of the examiner is that ''at least semi-rigid" means 
semi-rigid or rigid, not flexible. At best semi-rigid can be 
constructed as semi -flexible and not flexible without 
limitation. Applicant's arguments regarding Barberis not 
teaching a wood grain finish are addressed in the new grounds of 
rejection given above. 
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6. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier 
communications from the examiner should be directed to William 
P. Watkins III whose telephone number is 571-272-1503. The 
examiner works an increased flex time schedule, but can normally 
be reached Monday through Friday, 11:30 A.M. through 8:00 P.M. 
Eastern Time. The examiner returns all calls within one 
business day unless an extended absence is noted on his voice 
mail greeting. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are 
unsuccessful, the examiner's supervisor, Harold Pyon can be 
reached on 571-272-1498. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 
703-872-9306. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be 
obtained from the Patent Application Information Retrieval 
(PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR of Public PAIR. Status 
information for unpublished applications is available through 
Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR system, 
see http : //pair-direct . uspto . gov . Should you have questions on 
access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free) . 
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